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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR 



THE SUBJECT-PEOPLES OF HUNGARY 

Sir, — Your article in the War Weekly for October 12th, entitled 
" Hungarians Not Huns," impels me to write the first communication I 
have ever addressed to the editor of a paper, not with a view to the 
publication of my humble ideas, but to suggest a few sources of light for 
your next article on the subject. 

Your statement that " There is no indication that they have any 
relationship whatever to the followers of Attila, or to any of the three 
other peoples who have been known as Huns," seems to me from its 
wording to have come more or less directly from the article " Huns " in 
the Britannica. Permit me to say that the author of that article must 
have meant that there is no positive evidence of the relationship; and 
even then he was wrong. 

The field of study most neglected by Americans is history, and the 
part of the world whose history is most neglected by historians seems 
to be southern Russia and northern Asia. Yet there are men who have 
done valuable work in that neglected field, and whose labors have been 
crowned with some success. The best work in our own language is a 
book which appeared a year or so ago, entitled The Eastern Roman 
Empire, writen by J. B. Bury, an Englishman. That work deals with 
the history of the Eastern Empire from the time of Irene to that of 
Basil the Macedonian, and in addition goes into the history, origin and 
movements of the northern neighbors of the Empire. It contains the 
first and only authentic continuous history of the Bulgarian kingdom, 
and goes carefully into the neglected field which I have mentioned, giving 
the reader a really reliable description of the Khazars, Magyars, Alans 
and other Ural-Altaic peoples. 

The sources used by Bury are mostly Chinese, Russian, Arabic and 
Greek. In other words, he goes to the neighbors of these tribes to ascer- 
tain what they were. Finlay's Greece Under Foreign Domination also 
gives much valuable information, as does the little history of Bohemia 
by Count Liitzow, a Czech, not a German. V. A. Smith's Ancient India 
throws much light on such of these peoples as invaded India. In addi- 
tion, various other articles in the Britannica add their force to the ap- 
parently valid conclusion that the Huns of Attila were members of the 
same family of nations to which the Magyars belong. 

From these various writers the following facts may, it seems to me, 
be gathered: The Huns were members of the Ural-Altaic family, though 
they may not have belonged to the Ugro-Finnic branch which includes 
the Magyars. 
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Before the Magyars left their homes east of the Dnieper to make 
their incursion into what is now Hungary, they took up numbers of 
Khazars and other kindred peoples, and amalgamated them into their 
own mass. 

Furthermore, after the Tatars had ravaged Hungary in the early 
13th century, the king of Hungary took in large numbers of the Kumani, 
and these became amalgamated also with the Magyars. This step was 
absolutely necessary in view of the depopulation of the country, yet it 
most probably introduced many additional elements of oriental savagery 
into the Magyar blood. 

As to the racial origin of the Magyars and Huns, we must either 
conclude that the Huns were Ural-Altaians or that they were the sole 
and only invaders from the steppes who were not Ural-Altaians. We 
must conclude that their savage manners and customs were borrowed in 
whole from their neighbors or that they themselves were of the same 
family of nations as those neighbors. We must either conclude that there 
were two kinds of Asiatic invaders, the Huns and the others, or that they 
were all from the same stock. All the evidences are that they were from 
the same stock. 

The races of the Ural-Altaic family have at various times sent out 
their hordes, under all sorts of names, for the conquest of eastern Europe 
and western and southern Asia. They appear as the Yue-Chi, the 
Kushans, the Tatars, the Khazars, the Polovtsi, the Kumani, the Magyars, 
the Huns, the Avars, and last, but not least, the Bulgars and Turks. 
All came from the same general source, geographically, linguistically, 
and apparently racially. They were all nomads, fierce, brave, and with 
a certain genius for organization which led them to establish political 
entities of various kinds in a number of different places. The Kushans 
in India, where they absorbed what was left of the culture of Alexander, 
and spelled their names on coins modelled after Greek coins, and in Greek 
letters. The Khazars set up an empire on the lower Don and Volga, 
took up the Jewish religion, carried on extensive commerce with the 
Arabs and Greeks, and conducted themselves in every way as a great 
nation. The Magyars did the like in Hungary," and the Bulgars and 
Turks in the Balkans and in Asia Minor. The Huns established their 
empire in the Ukraine, and were overlords of the Goths. 

The theory, once held, that the Magyars were identical with the 
Huns, and constituted simply a second irruption, has never been tenable, 
and has long since been abandoned. If, when you state that the Hun- 
garians are not Huns you mean that they are not identical, then of course 
you are right, and no one has disputed that proposition for many years. 
Another theory was that some of the Huns have been left in the Alfold, 
and by their increase became large enough to invade western Europe, and 
that their name was a modification of that of the Huns. That theory 
is disposed of by what later scholars have learned about the Slavs, their 
homes and relationships. 

At some time near the period of Heraclius the Slavs seem to have 
become the holders of most of Europe east of the line of the Elbe, the 
Bohemian mountains, the Danube and the Adriatic. They drove the 
Greeks nearly out of Greece, absorbed or drove out the Thracians, bottled 
the Rumans up in the mountains of Transylvania, and occupied the 
virtually vacant lands of the great central plain of Hungary and of 
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Bohemia. Several states began their growth, the Serbian kingdom and 
the Bohemian kingdom, with which we are more or less familiar, and 
the Moravian kingdom, with which we are not familiar. Yet this 
Moravian state included most of Hungary, excepting of course the Tran- 
sylvanian mountains. It had several kings whose names are well known, 
and it had diplomatic relations with the kingdoms of Germany (under 
Lewis II) and Bulgaria, and also with the Eastern Empire. It was for 
the conversion of the Moravians, his near neighbors, that the Eastern 
Emperor sent Constantine and Methodius into Moravia, not Bohemia, 
although, owing to the immediately subsequent destruction of the Mora- 
vian state by the Magyars, the Bohemians became the chief beneficiaries 
of their work. It was for the Moravians that the Glagolitic alphabet was 
invented, for the translation of the Bible into Slavonic. And Constantine 
and Methodius were taken because they were from Salonica, and the 
inhabitants of that city were known to speak pure Slavic. 

The Magyars broke straight through the Moravian state, driving out 
or killing all the inhabitants of the central plain of Hungary, and leaving 
untouched only the Moravians of the mountains to the North, part of 
whom came finally under the Bohemian crown, while part remained sub- 
ject to the Magyars and are now the Slovaks. These Magyars rooted out 
completely the peaceful population of an area of fifty thousand square 
miles, and took their places. 

In addition, a good part of the history of Hungary is the story of 
their partially successful attempts to kill off, enslave and subject the 
Slavic populations to the south of the Alfold. Their activities in that 
direction have given them control over Croatia-Slavonia, the only part 
of the present kingdom whose deputies are allowed to use their own 
language in the Diet. 

The Rumans of the eastern mountains began, about the 13th century, 
to go down into the plains of Moldavia and Wallachia and to establish 
themselves there as a landholding and agricultural population, yet they 
did not escape the Magyars, who had some shadowy rights over both 
territories. Wallachia was considered part of the Banate of Szoreny, 
and John Hunyady, who was Ban of Szoreny, is known under one of 
his names, " The White Knight of Wallachia." However, the Turkish 
conquest separated the Danubian Principalities from Hungary, if their 
own princes had not already done so, and only the Rumans of Transyl- 
vania were left under the Hungarian crown. They are still under it. 

I have bored you with this narrative in order to lay a predicate for 
a word of caution and a request. That is, that when you next refer to 
the Magyars, with whose desire for liberty I am in entire sympathy, you 
also refer to their subject-peoples of the Slovaks, Rumans and Serbo- 
Croatians with the same feelings of sympathy. By expressing sympathy 
with the Magyars and not mentioning their subject peoples, you mislead 
the thousands of persons who very justly regard your words with great 
confidence. And there can be no doubt that the Slovaks, Rumans and 
Serbo-Croats have suffered as much from the Magyars as the Magyars 
have from the Germans. In fact, Magyar freedom from German in- 
fluence simply means freedom to persecute their subject peoples, and 
this can only be avoided by giving those peoples absolute independence, 
and not " the freest opportunity for autonomous development." 

In doing justice to the subject-peoples of Hungary, we have an 



LETTERS TO THE EDITOR 941 

amazingly simple problem. Each race is closely related to and in sym- 
pathy with a larger number of its kindred outside the border of Hungary. 
The Slovaks and the Czechs, the Rumans and the Rumans of Rumania, 
and the Serbo-Croats and Serbians, are closely related, and an inter- 
national boundary which cuts each of these three races virtually into two 
parts, leaving each " half slave and half free " has no place in the peace 
which should follow this war. Half measures in either of these three 
cases will lead inevitably to another war. We must not let ourselves 
be blinded for one moment to the absolute necessity of giving the Slovak 
counties to Bohemia, Transylvania and the Bukovina to Rumania, and 
Croatia-Slavonia to the new South Slav state. 

Birmingham, Ala. F. B. Latadt. 

NATURE AND JOHN BURROUGHS 

Sih, — May I add from the lengthy book of my experience some in- 
cidents in support of Mr. John Burroughs' defence of Nature from 
Tennyson's reproach that she is " Red in tooth and claw ? " This could 
only apply in any case to a small fraction of her empire — the carnivora 
— and the cruelty is very largely discounted, firstly by the fact that most 
animals are lacking in those sensitive nerves which give us pain; and 
secondly that the attack of the maurauder seems to carry with it a sort 
of anaesthetic which deadens in a very curious way the sensibility of the 
attacked. 

The absence of sensation in fish is very pronounced. Here are two 
crucial cases. I was fishing on Goose Creek, an affluent of the Rio Grande. 
I watched a trout feeding in mid-stream. I threw my fly above him, 
he seized the lure but the faithless gut snapped at its joining with the 
line. However the fish returned to his station and I could see the glint 
of my long cast with its three flies trailing far below him in the stream. 
He remained feeding while I rigged up another cast and he again snapped 
at my fly. This time the gut held and I landed the fish, recovering the 
first leader. Now it is impossible to suppose that the fish in any way 
appreciated the hook in his lip, or was incommoded by the leader to 
which the fly was attached, for he went on feeding as if entirely unem- 
cumbered. 

Here is another illustration that fish can have no nerves of sensation 
about their mouths. An Irish gentleman, expecting a Bishop to dine 
with him, took his rod to supply his Lordship with a fresh fish. There 
was a small lake on his estate, and he saw a pike stationed at the mouth 
of the inlet which supplied water to the lake. Putting a frog on his hook 
he cast it into the stream above the pike, who voraciously seized the bait, 
and after a due amount of fight he was landed. It was yet early in the 
morning so the fisherman extricated the hook out of the fish's mouth and 
threw him back into the lake. To his surprise the pike went back to 
his previous station waiting for anything that the rivulet might bring 
him. Again he baited his hook with a frog which the pike again seized; 
he was again landed after a tussle and again thrown back into the lake, 
and the fish swam back to his original position as if nothing had happened. 
This was done three times. Now it is impossible to believe that the pike 
in any way felt any discomfort or soreness from having a large hook 
three times torn out of his mouth. 



